We prove that the extended Poincaré group in (1+1) dimensions È is solvable exponential so that it belongs to type I. Its first and second cohomology groups are calculated in order to work out a classification of the relativistic elementary systems and all the irreducible unitary representations of È are constructed by the orbit method. We show that the relativistic particle is anomalous but its quantization can be performed.
Introduction
Due to the fact that in (1+1) dimensions the Einstein tensor is identically zero and the Einstein-Hilbert action is a total derivative, a scalar field called dilaton is usually introduced to describe gravitational models. One of these is the CallanGiddings-Harvey-Strominger (CGHS) model of dilatonic gravity [10] , obtained by dimensional reduction from a classical black hole solution of an effective theory of superstrings at low energy [22] . The "string-inspired" CGHS theory is particularly interesting because it allows for black hole formation and evaporation, besides the fact that it may be formulated as a gauge theory of the extended Poincaré group È, by means of a non-abelian BF topological field theory in which the dilaton corresponds to one component of the Lagrange multiplier multiplet B [11] .
Another advantage of the CGHS theory is that it generates an exactly solvable model of quantum gravity, when quantum effects of back-reaction are implemented. Such a model was proposed by Russo-Susskind-Thorlacius (RST) [40] £ E-mail: ricardo@fma.if.usp.br Ý E-mail: rivelles@fma.if.usp.br [41] and, when adequately corrected [45] , it permits the investigation of the information puzzle (originally proposed by S.Hawking [20] [21] ). It was concluded that information would not be lost but released by the black hole through its Hawking radiation, a result that can be regarded as a success of the two-dimensional dilatonic gravity program.
The problem of coupling matter sources to the BF theory in an extended Poincaré gauge-invariant fashion, without loosing the gauge-theoretic interpretation of the gravitational sector, is not trivial and requires the introduction of a Higgs-type field called Poincaré coordinate [18] . Indeed, a thorough analysis of gauge-invariant matter-gravity couplings in the context of dilatonic gravity in (1+1) dimensions, including matter fields and pointlike sources as well, has been presented in [13] . In particular, it was shown that a point-particle interacts with the gravitational field in a specific manner that modifies the usual geodesic equation of motion, without spoiling general covariance. The new interaction turned out to be associated with the central extension of the Poincaré group and found a natural description in terms of the BF theory.
Recently, it was realized the resemblance between the aforementioned modified geodesic equation and the Wong equations [48] , which represent a non-abelian generalization of the Lorentz force law. It turns out that the Wong equations can be derived from the so-called Balachandran interaction term [5] . This fact stimulated some authors [30] [28] to employ this action (originally introduced in the context of QCD) to couple a point-particle to the BF theory in an extended Poincaré gaugeinvariant fashion. However, the interpretation of the Balachandran term in the context of spacetime covariant field theories is not established yet and, in particular, the role played by the Poincaré coordinate in this application is poorly understood.
It is well-known that the extended Poincaré group È is solvable, an unusual feature for many physicists who are more acquainted with semisimple groups. However, we recall that there are remarkable occurrencies of solvable Lie groups in physics such as the Weyl-Heisenberg group WH (the group of the canonical commutation relations), the two-dimensional affine group Aff ·´½ µ (closely related to the standard wavelet transform), the Euclidean group in two dimensions E (2) or the ubiquitous oscillator group Os (1) . From the mathematical point of view, the importance of the solvable algebras arises from the Levi-Mal' ev theorem [4] , which plays a role in the general classification of Lie algebras.
Kirillov's method of orbits is interesting in its own right and it may be considered as a part of the more general idea of unification of mathematics and physics [25] . It provides answers for the main questions of representation theory, which make sense for general Lie groups and other unusual groups. The orbit method introduces two new fundamental notions; coadjoint orbits and momentum mappings. Many puzzling problems in representation theory find a natural interpretation in the orbit picture, which can provide the starting point for subsequent rigorous demonstrations.
The standard definition of momentum mapping of a symmetry group (which is the one we apply in this paper) was first given by J.M. Souriau [43] and most of its applications are related to symplectic reduction, i.e. the substitution of an equivalent system with less degrees of freedom for a given mechanical system. Recently [16] , this notion has been generalized to that of a covariant (or "multi-") momentum mapping, which can be applied in the context of classical field theories with constraints (either relativistic or not). This covariant momentum mapping allows an analysis of spacetime covariant field theories based on the gauge group, what is often simpler to perform than the canonical Dirac-Bergmann procedure and has the advantage of attaching a group-theoretic interpretation to the constraints.
The connection between the method of orbits and mechanics was first pointed out by B. Kostant and stimulated the development of geometric quantization as a byproduct. However, the classification of homogeneous symplectic manifolds, which can be considered as phase spaces of classical mechanical systems, was obtained independently by Kostant, Souriau and Kirillov (KSK) [26] [43] [23] . It turns out that, up to some algebraic and topological corrections, the image of any homogeneous symplectic manifold under the momentum mapping is a coadjoint orbit. Moreover, the coadjoint orbits are sources of integrable classical systems wherein a family of Poisson commuting functions is provided by the so-called Adler-Kostant scheme [27] [39] .
Since Groenewold's [19] and Van Hove's [47] discovery of an obstruction to quantization on the phase space ¾Ò in the 40's, it is well-known that there is no universal correspondence between classical and quantum systems. Similar obstructions have been found for Ë ¾ (the classical counterpart of a quantum spinning particle) and the symplectic cylinder Ì £ Ë ½ (which plays a role in geometric optics), what misled many physicists to the belief that such no-go theorems should hold in general. Rather surprisingly this is not the case and it has recently been proved that there are no obstructions to quantizing either the torus Ì ¾ or certain non-compact phase spaces such as Ì £ · [17] . Indeed, it remains a mystery of mathematical physics to explain why quantization techniques such as "canonical quantization", "path-integral quantization", "deformation quantization", etc. work so well for many particular systems . Consequently, the quantization principle is based on the assumption that in "sufficiently good" cases it is possible to establish a correspondence between classical and quantum systems, what is translated into mathematical language in terms of a correspondence between homogeneous symplectic manifolds and the unitary irreducible representations of a symmetry group. The picture is that the quantum systems and their classical counterparts are different realizations of the same abstract scheme, so that the quantization principle provides a physical argument for explaining why the method of orbits works [25] . This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we gather the main features of the extended Poincaré group È. In Section 3 we introduce the fundamental notions of coadjoint orbits and momentum mapping and state the Kirillov theorem, in order to classify the relativistic elementary systems. We present a brief review of Kirillov's method of orbits in Section 4 in order to be able to work out explicitly all the irreducible unitary representations of È in Section 5. In Section 6 we point out that the action of the relativistic particle in (1+1) dimensions is anomalous and show that the reduced phase space associated to the anomaly free theory is symplectomorphic to a determined coadjoint orbit. Then we canonically quantize the relativistic particle by making the hat operation rigorous with the assistance of the orbit method. Finally, in Section 7 we draw our conclusions and discuss further possible developments.
The Extended Poincaré Group
The extended Poincaré algebra ı ½ ¾ is defined by means of an unconventional contraction of a pseudoextension of the anti-de Sitter algebra so(2,1) [4] as 
where £´«µ AE Ó× « · Ë Ò «, and corresponds to the coset decomposition ´ « ¬µ exp´ È µexp´«Âµexp´¬Áµ.
The adjoint representation of the extended Poincaré algebra ı ½ ¾ can be calculated directly from (1),
and a straightforward calculation shows that the adjoint representation of the extended Poincaré group È is given bý
Applying the formula of Beltrametti and Blasi [6] to the Lie algebra ı ½ ¾ (1) we discover that there are two independent invariant Casimir operators. It can be checked that the most general Casimir operator is È È ¾ ÂÁ Á ¾ , where is a real constant. Choosing 1 ¼, this operator defines a metric on ı ½ ¾ given by
such that if Î Î Ì and Ï Ï Ì are two vectors in ı ½ ¾ we have Î Î Î Î Î Î ¾ Î ¾ Î ¿ .
The extended Poincaré algebra has the structure of a semi-direct product ı ½ ¾ so´½ ½µ¢ wh, where so´½ ½µ is the abelian subalgebra generated by Â, wh is the nilpotent ideal spanned by È ¼ È ½ Á which is isomorphic to the Lie algebra of the Weyl-Heisenberg group WH and the representation of so´½ ½µ in wh is given by the restriction of the adjoint representation of ı ½ ¾ to so´½ ½µ.
It is well-known that ı ½ ¾ is solvable [13] , however it is also not nilpotent, as we will now show. The statement that ı ½ ¾ is not nilpotent follows from the fact that its descending central series,
Let be a real connected Lie group and its Lie algebra. We say that and are exponential if the exponential mapping ÜÔ is onto [7] . Now, for a real, solvable, connected and simply connected group , it is a well-known theorem [8] that the exponential mapping is a global diffeomorphism if and only 1 It can be shown that the freedom in the parameter corresponds to a global symmetry found in the dilaton model, where its anomaly is important to the existence of Hawking radiation [12] .
if, for any ¾ , ´ µ does not have non-null pure imaginary eigenvalues. The fact that the extended Poincaré group È and its Lie algebra ı ½ ¾ are solvable exponential follows from the aforementioned theorem, as we will now prove. If È · ¾ Â · ¿ Á, it suffices to note that for all ¾ ı ½ ¾ we have from (3)
such that the eigenvalues of ´ µ, ¼ ¼ ¾ ¾ , are all real.
As a consequence, the extended Poincaré group È is defined as the connected and simply connected image of ı ½ ¾ by the exponential mapping È exp´ ı ½ ¾ µ and every element ¾ È belongs to an one-parameter subgroup, such that the group law (2) holds globally. Another consequence is that the extended Poincaré group is homologically trivial hence, by the Van Est theorem [4] , its cohomology groups on È are canonically isomorphic to the corresponding cohomology groups on ı ½ ¾ .
The first cohomology group of the extended Poincaré algebra can be readily calculated by the formula À ½ 
where Ü Ý Þ ¾ , hence dim ¾ ¼´ ı ½ ¾ µ ¿. The 2-coboundaries for trivial action Ó ´ Ì Ì µ ½ Ì Ì ℄ may be expressed by the matrices
for some 1-cochain ½ , such that the dimension of the space of 2-coboundaries is dim The laws of physics in (3+1) dimensions must be covariant under the transformations of the Poincaré group ISO(3,1) due to the principle of relativity. However, as we will show in Section 6, in (1+1) dimensions the action describing a noninteracting particle in flat space-time is anomalous and the anomaly free theory must be invariant under the extended Poincaré group È. It follows that the relevant dynamical group in two dimensions is È, so that the adequate statement of the principle of relativity in this case requires that the equations of motion be covariant under the transformations of È. This means the elementary particles belong to irreducible representations of È at the quantum level and constitute relativistic elementary systems in this sense. On the other hand, the group-theoretic approach of the KSK construction is concerned about a corresponding notion of elementary system at the classical level that is, a system that can not be decomposed into smaller parts without breaking the symmetry [25] .
Assuming that such a system is anomaly free, then there is no obstruction to the lifting of its symmetry group from the classical to the quantum level, so that its quantization will make quite explicit the relationship between the roles played by the symmetries at both levels [49] . It turns out that the irreducibility condition is translated naturally as a transitivity one at the classical level so that a classical elementary system is defined as a homogeneous symplectic manifold. We say that an elementary system´Ë ªµ is a hamiltonian G-space if further the dynamical group possesses a Poisson action upon Ë. 
Ù
. If the left action Ð of the dynamical group upon a symplectic manifold´Ë ªµ is Poisson, then it can be shown [23] that AE Ð £ for all ¾ . It follows that the momentum mapping is a local diffeomorphism Ë ÇÖ ´ µ, mapping each hamiltonian G-space´Ë ªµ onto one of the coadjoint orbits of in £ . Consequently, every hamiltonian G-space´Ë ªµ covers a certain coadjoint orbit [1] . However, in order to ensure the existence of a bijection between the set of all such strictly homogeneous symplectic manifolds and the set of all the coadjoint orbits of in £ , denoted by Ç´ µ £ , it is necessary to assume that the dynamical group satisfies some additional properties. Namely, if every element in Ç´ µ is simply connected then they will admit no nontrivial connected coverings, such that the momentum mapping will be a global diffeomorphism between each Ë ªµ and a coadjoint orbit. Moreover, all the classical elementary systems upon which the action of is globally hamiltonian will automatically be hamiltonian
Under these conditions Kirillov was able to classify all the classical elementary systems upon which the action of the associated dynamical group is globally hamiltonian by means of the following 2 In particular, note that under the conditions stated above the Kirillov theorem requires that all the classical elementary systems upon which the action of is globally hamiltonian must be simply connected. We remark that in general the fact that a group is simply connected is not enough to ensure that all its coadjoint orbits in £ are simply connected. Nevertheless, all the coadjoint orbits of the connected and simply connected compact Lie groups and of the connected solvable exponential ones are indeed simply connected. It is worth mentioning that if further the condition À ½ ¼´ µ ¼ holds, then every classical elementary system will be a hamiltonian G-space.
Since the extended Poincaré group È is a connected solvable exponential Lie
2), the Kirillov theorem ensures that every classical relativistic elementary system upon which the action of ı ½ ¾ is globally hamiltonian is simply connected and symplectomorphic to one of the coadjoint orbits of È that are calculated below. We emphasize that this classification does not include all the classical relativistic elementary systems though, since À ½ ¼´ ı ½ ¾ µ (see Sect. 2). 2 We state the theorem in a form that is suitable for our purposes. For a proof see [23] .
Using (4), we can see that the coadjoint orbit through in ı ½ £ ¾ is formed by the points
where ¾ and is the basis of ı ½ £ ¾ dual to Ì (1) . As a consequence, the following identities hold; Ù Ù and Ù ¿ ¿ . The stability group of
¾ is generated by the subalgebra ı ½ ¾ ı ½ ¾ which is the kernel of the Kirillov
The dimension of the stability group È is rank , where is the matrix of the coefficients of the homogeneous linear system (10). Since ÇÖ ´ µ È È ¡ , the dimension of the coadjoint orbit ÇÖ ´ µ is rank . From the matrix above we can distinguish three cases:
In the first case, ¿ ¼ µ rank ¾ and we can see that the coadjoint orbit is the two-dimensional surface diffeomorphic to ¾ in the three-dimensional hyperplane Ù ¿ ¿ , defined by the equations
and passing through the point 
The Method of Orbits
We will denote by the unitary dual of the group , i.e. the set of all the unitary equivalence classes of unitary continuous irreducible representations of . The method of orbits is made possible by a geometric approach to representation theory and it is a systematic procedure to parametrize in terms of the space Ç´ µ of coadjoint orbits, which has been explicitly formulated in some generality for particular classes of groups. The method was originally formulated by Kirillov [24] around 1960 for finding all the unitary continuous irreducible representations of any nilpotent Lie group, even though the first results were found by Dixmier [14] . Since then the method of orbits has played a major role in representation theory [15] . The method of orbits was extended 3 to the solvable exponential case by the French school [8] , specially Takénouchi [46] , Bernat [7] and Pukanszky [37] , and to the connected and simply connected solvable Lie groups belonging to type I (i.e. all of its unitary representations generate type I Von Neumann algebras) by the Kostant-Auslander theorem [3] . It is worth mentioning that all the compact groups, the connected semisimple groups and the exponential Lie groups belong to type I. Note also that the coadjoint orbits of the simply connected solvable type I groups are not in general simply connected [25] , so that the Kostant-Auslander theorem ensures actually a canonical bijection between the unitary dual and the space Ç Ö ´ µ of rigged orbits.
The method of orbits also gives all the irreducible representations of a connected and simply connected compact Lie group by the Borel-Weil-Bott theorem [9] . In this case is discrete and the canonical bijection established by the method of orbits between the unitary dual and the space Ç´ µ picks out a countable set of coadjoint orbits that satisfy the integrality condition (i.e. the integral of the Kirillov 2-form over an arbitrary two-dimensional cycle in the orbit is equal to an integer).
According to the basic idea of the method of orbits, the foliation of £ by coadjoint orbits corresponds to the decomposition of the regular representation into irreducible components. It turns out that for wild groups (i.e. non-type I) this decomposition does not hold in the ordinary sense, hence the method of orbits in its neat form is not expected to yield all their representations. It follows that the orbit method's recipes can not be extended, without further modifications, to the whole class of solvable groups, which includes some wild ones.
In spite of that, the method of orbits has been applied to the study of representations of wild Lie groups and other unusual groups such as Ô-adic and adelic groups, finite groups, infinite dimensional groups and even quantum groups (which 3 We note that nilpotent µ solvable exponential µ solvable type I.
are not groups) [25] . It also gives most representations of non-compact semisimple groups. The problem of establishing the fundamental properties of the correspondence between coadjoint orbits and representations can be investigated only for those groups for which this correspondence is known. For example, the relation between the topologies in the sets Ç´ µ and has been partially solved and it was established only recently [29] that for exponential groups the two sets are homeomorphic.
The general theory of induced representations was developed by Mackey [32] [33] and plays an essential role in the method of orbits. A fundamental result of this theory is the criterion for inducibility formulated in [31] . Before we review briefly the standard procedure to form a unitary induced representation though, let us recall some basic facts concerning invariant integration on group manifolds and homogeneous spaces:
Let be a locally compact topological group with a countable basis (i.e. second-countable), then it is well-known [23] [23] and that every exponential group is monomial. With the aid of complexification the operation of induction can be generalized to holomorphic induction or representation in cohomologies. Now we can sketch the original formulation of the method of orbits. Let be a real nilpotent simply connected Lie group, the associated Lie algebra and £ its dual. We say that a subalgebra is subordinate to ¾ £ if its first derived algebra is orthogonal to , or Suppose now that is an exponential group and is its real exponential Lie algebra. Similarly to the nilpotent case, the maximality condition on the subalgebra subordinate to ¾ £ is equivalent to dim dim ½ ¾ dimOrb´ µ. However, this condition is no longer sufficient to guarantee that Ind´ À Íµ is irreducible. For an exponential Lie group, Ind´ À Íµ is irreducible if and only if the subalgebra subordinate to ¾ £ is admissible, i.e. one for which the maximality condition holds together with Pukanszky's condition [37] which requires that the linear variety · À is contained in Orb´ µ, where À denotes the orthogonal complement of À in £ . Bernat [7] showed that the first condition implies the second one if is quasi-nilpotent (i.e. all the real eigenvalues of ´ µ are zero for all ¾ ), otherwise the two conditions are independent. In particular, every nilpotent group is quasi-nilpotent.
It can be shown [38] that, for any given , there exists a subordinate subalgebra satisfying the two conditions above. Moreover, if ½ and ¾ are respectively maximal dimension subalgebras subordinate to ½ and ¾ and obeying Pukanszky's condition, then Ind´ À ½ Í ½ µ Ind´ À ¾ Í ¾ µ if and only if ½ and ¾ belong to the same coadjoint orbit, the equal sign indicating unitary equivalence. Reciprocally, any irreducible unitary representation of is representable in the form Ind´ À Íµ by specifying and appropriately, thus establishing a canonical bijection between the space Ç´ µ of coadjoint orbits and the unitary dual of any solvable exponential Lie group. It is worth mentioning that every coadjoint orbit of the connected and simply connected solvable type I Lie groups (and, in particular, of the exponential groups) is integral (i.e. satisfies the integrality condition).
Construction of the Irreducible Representations of the Extended Poincaré Group by its Coadjoint Orbits
From (6) we can see that the adjoint representation of any ¾ ı ½ ¾ is traceless, hence the extended Poincaré group is unimodular (i.e. ¡ È ½). Also, using (6) again we can show that the extended Poincaré group È is not quasi-nilpotent. Consequently, in order to apply the method of orbits to the extended Poincaré group, we must find, for any ¾ ı ½ £ ¾ , a subalgebra ı ½ ¾ of a maximal dimension, in the family of the subalgebras subordinate to , further satisfying Pukanszky's condition.
We split the problem of constructing all the irreducible unitary representations of È from its coadjoint orbits into the same three cases that we met when we classified the elementary relativistic systems in (1+1) dimensions (see Sect. 3). In the first case, ¿ ¼ and the coadjoint orbit in ı ½ £ ¾ is the two-dimensional surface given by (11) , passing through the point ´¼ ¼ ¾ ¿ ¿ µ and classified by and ¿ . Since we may choose any point on the coadjoint orbit (see Sect. 4), we pick . Denoting by´Â È · Áµ the subalgebra of ı ½ ¾ spanned by these vectors, where È · È ¼ · È ½ , it is clear that ´Â È · Áµ is subordinate to , since its first derived algebra is ℄ ´È · µ, which is orthogonal to or ´È · µ ¼.
The subalgebra subordinate to is also admissible since its codimension is one, which is half the dimension of the coadjoint orbit, and it satisfies Pukanszky's condition · Orb´ µ. To check the latter it suffices to note that is formed by the one-forms , where ¾ and ´ ¼ ½ µ ¾, and to use equation (9) . And since any other admissible subalgebra leads to an unitary equivalent representation (see Sect. 4), we choose . The typical element of the subgroup À generated by will be denoted by ´ · « ¬µ exp´ · È · µexp´«Âµexp´¬Áµ, such that we can define (see Sect. 4) the one-dimensional representation of À by ´ · « ¬µ Í´ ´ · « ¬µµ exp ´ « ¾ ¿ · ¬ ¿ µ . A straightforward calculation shows that the adjoint representation of the subgroup À is given by
Consequently, the modulus of À is ¡ À´ µ Ø´ µ ½ « .
The space Ä´ È À Íµ invariant under right-translations on È is formed by the complex functions satisfying the condition (see Sect. 4)
This means the space Ä´ È À Íµ is determined by the value of at ¼ « ¬ ¼. 
It follows that the operator identity ´Âµ ´È µ ´È µ · ¾ ´Áµ holds and, since the product of a hermitian operator by another anti-hermitian commuting with the former is anti-hermitian, we see that (18) 
This means the space Ä´ È À Íµ C is determined by the value of at (20) This means the space Ä´ È À Íµ is determined by the value of at 
The Relativistic Particle in (1+1) Dimensions
It is known that the dynamics of a non-interacting relativistic particle in a flat (1+1) dimensional space-time Å is described by the lagrangian Ä Ñ Ô Õ ¾ ¾ Õ Õ , such that the central charge is analogous to an applied electrical force driving the particle into an uniformly accelerated relativistic motion [13] . However, it must be emphasized that the lagrangian Ä is classically anomalous, since it is quasi-invariant under the transformations of the Poincaré group in (1+1) dimensions È, while the three conserved Noether currents together with the identity AE AE ¾ ½ constitute a Poisson bracket realization of the extended Poincaré algebra ı ½ ¾ , assuming ¼ and Ñ ¼. 
where ¼ Ñ. The hamiltonian À is not even bounded from below and it depends explicitly on time through its first term ´Øµ, causing the system not to be conservative. This fact is understood by noticing that its second term ÔÓØ´Õ ½ µ ¾ Õ ½ is the potential energy of the particle due to the applied force field generated by the central charge, so that À ´Ô ½ Øµ · ÔÓØ´Õ ½ µ is the total energy. The particle interpretation is ensured by the fact that ´Øµ is positive definite, although the system is not closed, since we did not specify any field equations for the central charge.
On the other hand, the constraint surface · is globally diffeomorphic to the 
Since is a potential energy eigenstate, we can always shift À ¼ by a constant such that the minimum energy eigenstate is set to · Ñ ´ ¼ µ ¼ . Then if sign´ µ Ô´ ¼ µ ¼, we can think that the initial state ´ ¼ µ Ñ , of total energy equal to´ ´ ¼ µ · Ñµ ¾, decays to a fake ground state ¼ , of total energy equal to Ñ, before building its total energy up indefinitely. The precedent analysis shows that the presented quantum states are stable, although there is no true ground state, since at each instant of time the system is in a definite energy state and it will never decay to a state below ¼ .
Discussion
We showed that the extended Poincaré group in (1+1) dimensions È is a connected On the other hand, the aforementioned features of È also allowed us to work out explicitly all the irreducible unitary representations of È by the orbit method (see Sect. 5), without making use of holomorphic induction. Furthermore, the triviality of the second cohomology group of È was exploited to eliminate the classical anomaly appearing in the relativistic particle action and to construct the lifting of the mapping ¼´Ë µ to ½´Ë µ.
In fact, we showed that the electric-like force B accelerating the relativistic particle is generated by a Wess-Zumino term, corresponding to the central extension of the Poincaré group in (1+1) dimensions È, causing the system to be anomalous.
The Wess-Zumino term was neutralized by introducing a third term in the action, depending on an auxiliary internal gauge degree of freedom , in terms of which the anomaly was eliminated (see Sect. 6 ). This analysis also makes possible to consider this dimension-specific interaction (see Sect. 1) from an algebraic point of view, independently from its geometrical interpretation in terms of the volume two-form of space-time [13] .
We subsequently eliminated the internal degree of freedom (which corresponds to the phase of the particle's wave function at the quantum level) by gauge fixing, what provided its physical interpretation as the action function associated with the anomalous version of the model. However, the fixed gauge picture failed to yield a hamiltonian system suitable for quantization, what led us to consider the dynamics from the point of view of the reduced phase space · Ê . On the one side, the aforementioned lift allowed us to construct the comoments on · Ê and to erect the momentum mapping, which established a symplectomorphism between the elementary system´ · On that occasion, we also remarked that there is a hermitian representation ³ of È canonically associated with the coadjoint orbit through
determined by the anti-hermitian one that is obtained by the method of orbits, and which satisfies Dirac's quantum condition if and only if ¿ ½ . Then we were able to canonically quantize the system by means of the mapping ³ AE ½ , which made the hat operation rigorous. At that point, we hope to have illustrated how the coadjoint orbit through ´¼ ¼ Ñ ¾ ´¾ µ ½µ acts like a link between the classical system´ · Ê ª ·Ê µ on the one side, to which it is connected by the momentum mapping, and the quantum system determined by the mapping ³ AE ½ on the other side. It is well-known the existence of an analogy between geometric quantization and the method of orbits [25] . To achieve a consistent quantization in geometric quantization, it is necessary to introduce a suitable polarization, in order to restrict the size of the prequantum Hilbert space [49] . It turns out that taking a polarization in the classical system amounts to choosing a representation in the underlying quantum theory. Moreover, the notion of polarization generalizes that of a subordinate subalgebra of maximum dimension, figuring in the method of orbits, and plays an essential role in the representation theory of solvable groups [3] .
Indeed, we saw that the subalgebra of ı ½ ¾ subordinate to Similarly to what is done in geometric quantization, the starting point in the method of orbits is an integral coadjoint orbit, although the construction of a line bundle-with-connection is by-passed. Indeed, recall that in order to quantize the relativistic particle (see Sect. 6), we started by considering the dynamics on the reduced phase space, which is symplectomorphic to an integral coadjoint orbit, since for solvable exponential Lie groups every coadjoint orbit is integral.
On the other hand, as long as · Ê is the reduction of the presymplectic constraint manifold, with kernel distribution formed by the generators of the gauge group, the potential 1-form of the degenerate closed 2-form ª · , whose restriction to · Ê is ª ·Ê , must satisfy the BWS (or Bohr-Wilson-Sommerfeld) condition, which is simply the quantization rule in the old quantum theory. However, straightforward calculations show that the BWS condition is trivially satisfied and does not yield the quantization of any observable quantity of the relativistic particle, what is consistent with the fact that the system is not conservative and the world-lines are open.
It is not difficult to see that the extended Poincaré group È is related to the onedimensional oscillator group Os(1) by the Weyl unitary trick. The method of orbits gives all the irreducible representations of Os (1) by means of holomorphic induction [44] . The oscillator group is solvable but it is not exponential, so that this result also shows that Os(1) belongs to type I, as a consequence of the Kostant-Auslander theorem. Conversely, since the group È is solvable exponential it automatically belongs to type I. Another striking difference is that the mechanical interpretation for the application of the method of orbits to Os(1) took the generator corresponding to Â for hamiltonian, while in the case of È the hamiltonian turned out to be a time dependent linear combination of È ¼ and È ½ .
The group È enjoys several properties in common with the groups WH, E (2) and Aff ·´½ µ, which found applications in fields such as electronics, signal processing and quantum optics (see Sect. 1), e.g.; it is solvable, it is unimodular (Aff ·´½ µ is not) and it admits global canonical coordinates. Moreover, all these groups have square-integrable representations (at least over a coset space), i.e. representations belonging to the discrete series of the group. Nevertheless, not every group has such representations, which are associated with their generalized coherent states [35] [36] , generalized wavelet transforms and generalized Wigner functions [2] .
Indeed, in a subsequent publication it would be interesting to check wether the irreducible representations Ì ¿´ µ of È (obtained in Sect. 5) are squareintegrable with respect to the coadjoint orbit through ´¼ ¼ ¾ ¿ ¿ µ. This fact would allow a group-theoretic formulation of the quantum two-dimensional relativistic particle on phase space, thus providing a description of the reconstruction of its quantum states. As we mentioned in the Introduction (see Sect. 1), the interpretation of the Balachandran interaction term in the context of two-dimensional dilatonic gravity is still an open problem. It turns out that the Balachandran formalism is based on the methods originally developed by KSK, so that the group-theoretic construction presented in this paper could also help to clear up this matter.
